has mainly consisted of the ubiquitous phytosaurs (Morales and Ash, 1993) . This is especially 15 true when looking at body fossils only. Even with this recent work, Utah's Triassic tetrapod 16 record is low in diversity compared to adjoining states, with the majority of specimens being 17 identified as either phytosaurs or aetosaurs (Martz et al., 2014 Terraterpeton hrynewichorum (Sues, 2003) , several non-archosaurian archosauriforms including
34
Crosbysaurus harrisae (Heckert, 2004) , Crosbysaurus sp. (Gay and St. Aude, 2015),
35
Krzyzanowskisaurus hunti (Heckert, 2005) , Lucianosaurus wildi (Hunt and Lucas, 1995) ,
36
Protecovasaurus lucasi (Heckert, 2004) , Revueltosaurus callendari callenderi (Hunt, 1989) ,
37
Tecovasaurus murrayi (Hunt and Lucas, 1994) , unidentified or unnamed archosauriform teeth 38 (Heckert, 2004) , and several archosaurs (Colbert, 1989; Dalla Veccia, 2009; Heckert, 2004) .
39

Materials and Methods:
40
Standard paleontological field materials and methods were used to collect all specimens 41 from MNA locality 1725, as described in Gay and St. Aude (2015) . Geospatial data for MNA
42
V10668 was recorded using Backcountry Navigator Pro running on an Android OS smartphone.
43
It The tooth was collected stored in a zip-seal collection bag after being removed from the is not well preserved enough to say whether the teeth had thecodont implantation. Dilkes (1998) 95 noted an unusual wear facet on the teeth of Mesosuchus, which is why it is included here. Crosbysaurus harrisae (Heckert, 2004 ) is an archosauriform that has serrations on both 108 mesial and distal sides of the tooth, with the distal serrations being much larger than those on the 109 mesial keel. These denticles are subdivided and on the distal keel they point apically. Revueltosaurus but can be diagnosed by the presence of a cingulum on the base of the tooth.
128
Since MNA V10668 does not have a cingulum it is obvious that it cannot be a specimen 129 ofreferred to Krzyzanowskisaurus.
130
Lucianosaurus wildi (Hunt and Lucas, 1995 ) is similar to other isolated Triassic teeth 131 described in the literature by having enlarged denticles and a squat shape with convex mesial and 132 distal edges, being mesiodistally broad while apicobasally short. MNA V10668 is taller than it is 133 long and has relatively small denticles. MNA V10668 does not represent Lucianosaurus.
134
Protecovasaurus lucasi (Heckert, 2004 ) is diagnosed by having a recurved mesial surface 135 where the apex is even with or overhangs the distal margin. The denticles on both the mesial and Revueltosaurus. These differences rule out the possibility that MNA V10668 is Revueltosaurus. 
189
The most common vertebrate remains from the Chinle Formation are phytosaur teeth.
190
Despite the small size of MNA V10668 it is possible that this specimen pertains to a juvenile In both specimens the juvenile phytosaurs exhibit remarkable homodonty, especially 204 considering the heterodonty seen in more mature phytosaurs (Heckert, 2004 that phytosaur dentition changed during ontogeny to adapt to a changing diet. Even considering 216 this we do not think that MNA V10668 can be assigned to the phytosauria Phytosauria due 217 because of to the marked differences between it and all other known phytosaur teeth. 
